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Dear ~

This is in referenceto yourapplicationfor correctionof yournavalrecord pursuantto the
provisionsof title 10 of theUnited StatesCode, section1552.

A three-memberpanelof the Board for Correctionof Naval Records,sitting in executive
session,consideredyour applicationon 23 September1999. Your allegationsof errorand
injusticewerereviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsandprocedures
applicableto theproceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterial consideredby the Board
consistedof yourapplication, togetherwith all materialsubmittedin supportthereof,your
naval recordandapplicablestatutes,regulationsandpolicies.

After careful andconscientiousconsiderationof the entirerecord, the Board foundthat the
evidencesubmittedwas insufficient to establishtheexistenceof probablematerialerror or
injustice.

TheBoardnotedthat you wereassigneda permanentdisability rating of 10% in accordance
with changesto the VA Schedulefor Rating Disabilities (VASRD) which werepublishedin
the FederalRegisteron 11 December1997. The minimum rating of 30% for statuspost
coronarybypasssurgerywaseliminated,andratingsarenow basedon thediminution of
workload capacitycausedby the ratedcondition,as measuredby metabolicequivalents,or
METS. As you havenot demonstratedthat you met the revisedcriteria for a 30% rating, the
Board wasunableto recommendanycorrectiveactionin yourcase. Accordingly, your
applicationhasbeendenied. The namesand votesof the membersof thepanelwill be
furnishedupon request. TherevisedVASRD is availableon-lineat the GovernmentPrinting
Office website.

It is regrettedthat thecircumstancesof your casearesuchthat favorableactioncannotbe
taken. You are entitled to havetheBoard reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new
and materialevidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby theBoard. In this
regard,it is importantto keepin mind that a presumptionof regularityattachesto all official



records. Consequently,whenapplying for a correctionof an official naval record, the
burdenis on theapplicantto demonstratetheexistenceof probablematerialerroror
injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector


